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EXAMINER'S ANSWER 



This is in response to the appeal brief filed 03/20/2006 appealing from the Office action 
mailed 05/19/2005. 
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(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying by name the real party in interest is contained in the brief. 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

The examiner is not aware of any related appeals, interferences, or judicial 
proceedings which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the 
Board's decision in the pending appeal. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of claims contained in the brief is correct. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 

The appellant's statement of the status of amendments after final rejection 
contained in the brief is correct. 

(5) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The summary of claimed subject matter contained in the brief is correct. 

(6) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

The appellant's statement of the grounds of rejection to be reviewed on appeal is 
correct. 

(7) Claims Appendix 

The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix to the brief is correct. 

(8) Evidence Relied Upon 

No evidence is relied upon by the examiner in the rejection of the claims under 
appeal. 
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(9) Grounds of Rejection 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 
Claims 63-103 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. In the independent claims 63, 82, 85, 87, 89, 
91, 96, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, and 103, the specification lacks support for the claimed 
subject matter: address cells for storing addresses. Regarding claim 63, lines 2-4, the 
recitation of "a memory array comprising a plurality of groups of data cells and address 
cells , said cells in each of said groups of data cells and address cells respectively 
storing data and addresses " lacks support for groups of address cells storing 
addresses. The specification on pages 16 and 17 only depicts "a typical sector 401 
organized into a data portion 403 and a spare (or shadow) portion 405" and "the spare 
portion 405 is further organized into an alternative defects data area 407, a defect map 
area 409, a header area 41 1 and an ECC and others area 413." There are no 
description about address cells for storing addresses. Other independent claims 82, 85, 
87, 89, 91, 96, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, and 103 recite the same limitation and suffer the 
same deficiency. Therefore, the specification fails to describe groups of address cells 
for storing address in a memory array. 

(10) Response to Argument 

The appellant's argument respect to all of the claims is about the support for 
"groups of ...cells... storing addresses" as in the typical claim 98. To support for the 
claimed subject matter, the appellant cites the specification at page 17, lines 6-8, "the 
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addresses of the defective cell and the backup cell are stored as defect pointers in the 
defect map 409." The appellant concludes the recitation providing support for "a group 
of cells for storing addresses". 

On the contrary, the Examiner believes that the specification at page 17, lines 6- 
8, only describes the addresses of the defective cell and the backup cell stored as 
defect pointers in the defect map 409. The defect pointers are not address cells for 
storing addresses as claimed in claims 63, 82, 85, 87, 89, 91, 96, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 
and 103. The specification does not mention about address cells and storing addresses 
as claimed, but only about the addresses ...stored as defect pointers. 

(11) Related Proceeding(s) Appendix 

The appeal brief filed 03/20/2006 does not include an evidence appendix or a 
related proceedings appendix. The Examiner assumes that there is no evidence 
submitted by the appellant and no related proceedings since there are no related 
proceedings listed in the related appeals and interferences section and it is assumed 
that the appellant meant to include both appendixes with a statement of "NONE." See 
MPEP 1205.02-1205.03. 

No decision rendered by a court or the Board is identified by the examiner in the 
Related Appeals and Interferences section of this examiner's answer. 

For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Son L. Mai 
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